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Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker, 

I rise also with the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. WALSH) to celebrate the 
40th anniversary of the Peace Corps. It 
was founded on March 1, 1961 when 
President John F. Kennedy signed the 
legislation launching the Peace Corps. 

Since then, more than 162,000 Ameri-
cans have served and returned to this 
United States, having served in 134 dif-
ferent countries. Six now serve in the 
House of Representatives, three Repub-
licans and three Democrats: the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI), the 
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
SHAYS), the gentleman from New York 
(Mr.WALSH), myself, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. HALL), and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA). 

More than 67,000 volunteers are in the 
field today teaching in elementary 
schools, high schools and technical 
schools, building water systems and ag-
ricultural co-ops, teaching health care, 
and treating people in need. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we need to do 
more. The demand for the Peace Corps 
is at an all-time high. More host coun-
tries want volunteers. The interest in 
serving in this country is at an all- 
time high. In fact, only about one out 
of nine people that have shown interest 
have a space abroad, because Congress 
has not fully funded the Peace Corps. 
The goal was to have 10,000 volunteers 
in the field by 2000. We only have 7,000. 
We need to do a better job. Fully fund 
the Peace Corps. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been 38 years since I 
joined the Peace Corps, and I rise today to 
celebrate the 40th anniversary of the Peace 
Corps. 

It was started on March 1, 1961, when 
President Kennedy signed the legislation 
launching the Peace Corps—establishing a 
bold and hopeful experiment to allow Volun-
teers to bring practical grassroots assistance 
to the people of developing nations to help 
them build a better life for themselves and 
their children. 

Forty years later, the Peace Corps has suc-
ceeded beyond everyone’s expectations. 

Today there are more than 162,000 re-
turned volunteers in the United States, six of 
whom serve in the House of Representatives 
and two in the United States Senate. They 
have served in 134 different nations, making 
significant and lasting contributions from Ar-
menia and Bangladesh to Uzbekistan and 
Zimbabwe. 

There are more than 7,000 Volunteers that 
are now living and working overseas. They are 
addressing critical development needs on a 
person-to-person basis: working with teachers 
and parents to teach English, math and 
science; helping spread and gain access to 
clean water; to grow more food; to help pre-
vent the spread of AIDS; to help entre-
preneurs start new businesses; to train stu-
dents to use computers; and to work with non- 
governmental organizations to protect our en-
vironment. Above all, Volunteers leave behind 
skills that allow individuals and communities to 
take charge of their own futures. 

In our increasingly interconnected global 
community, Peace Corps Volunteers also pro-

mote greater cross-cultural awareness, both in 
the countries in which they serve and when 
they return home. As they work shoulder to 
shoulder with their host communities, Volun-
teers embody and share some of America’s 
most enduring values: freedom, opportunity, 
hope, progress. It is these bonds of friendship 
and understanding that they create that can 
build the foundations for peace among na-
tions. 

And I can personally testify that the best 
service that is given to the Peace Corps is the 
continuation of service to our communities 
when we all come home. Today, because of 
the anniversary of the Peace Corps, thou-
sands of returned Volunteers are visiting 
schools and local communities throughout the 
United States, sharing the knowledge and in-
sights gained from their experiences abroad 
and passing along the value of services to 
others. 

As we have learned around the world, the 
best way to support a democracy is to help 
development at the local level. Meanwhile, 
America’s young and old, single and married, 
would like to serve their country, humanity and 
democracy. The Peace Corps is one of the 
most effective mechanisms for uniting these 
two ideals. This is an asset we should not let 
go to waste. 

On this 40th anniversary of the Peace 
Corps, please join me in honoring all Volun-
teers, past, present, and future, and in cele-
brating their four decades of service to the 
world. The Peace Corps has served its coun-
try well, and we should all be proud. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MOST REV-
EREND EDWARD M. EGAN, ARCH-
BISHOP OF NEW YORK, ON HIS 
ELEVATION TO THE DIGNITY OF 
CARDINAL 

(Mr. GRUCCI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GRUCCI. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure that I rise today to con-
gratulate the Most Reverend Edward 
M. Egan, Archbishop of New York, 
upon his elevation to the dignity of 
Cardinal. It is most fitting that Car-
dinal Egan is the successor of the late 
John Cardinal O’Connor. New York’s 
new Cardinal is well aware of the leg-
acy left by his predecessor and he is 
well prepared to continue and strength-
en that legacy. He too is dedicated to 
the dignity of all peoples and to caring 
for those who are most scorned or ig-
nored by society. 

Cardinal Egan has the wonderful 
ability to nurture and develop a sense 
of social justice among his fellow 
Catholics. As was the case with Car-
dinal O’Connor, he understands and 
deeply respects the values inherent in a 
multicultural and multireligious com-
munity. He has a deep and abiding re-
spect for and dedication to education. 

As he assumes his leadership role in 
the great Archdiocese of New York, it 
is right for us to wish him success in 
making this great community a more 

human, more caring and more believ-
ing community of brothers and sisters. 

I ask my colleagues to please join me 
and all the members of the Archdiocese 
of New York in congratulating the 
Most Reverend Edward M. Egan upon 
his elevation to the dignity of Car-
dinal. 

f 

REGARDING THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA RETROCESSION ACT 
(Mr. REGULA asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, today I 
am introducing H.R. 810 to retrocede 
the District of Columbia to the State 
of Maryland, minus the Federal portion 
of the city. The city has the bumper 
slogan of ‘‘taxation without represen-
tation.’’ This bill will provide taxation 
with representation for the residents of 
D.C. I think that this would be a great 
move forward for the people of this 
community. It would give them access 
to all the services of the State of Mary-
land and also an opportunity to elect a 
Congressperson, to vote on two United 
States Senators and to vote on mem-
bers of the State legislature in Mary-
land. 

The retrocession would create the 
fourth largest regional market in the 
United States between Baltimore and 
Washington. Does it work? In Canada 
there is a prime example of how this 
proposal could and would work. Its cap-
ital, Ottawa, lies in the province of On-
tario and sends representatives to the 
provincial parliament in Ontario as 
well as the federal parliament as part 
of the Ontario delegation. It works 
very well for our neighbor Canada and 
I think it would work very well for the 
United States. Most importantly, it 
would give the people of the District of 
Columbia the right to vote, to have 
taxation with representation. 

Mr. Speaker, two hundred years have 
passed since District of Columbia residents 
lost their right to vote. Despite the ratification 
of the 23rd Amendment in 1961, which re-
turned their right to vote for President, District 
residents still lack voting representation on the 
floor of Congress. To increase national aware-
ness of this situation, the District recently 
changed the slogan on its automobile license 
plates to read ‘‘Taxation Without Representa-
tion.’’ 

Today, I am once again introducing a bill 
that I strongly believe is the best solution to 
this problem, especially given the failure of 
other alternatives. This legislation would return 
the District of Columbia, barring a small fed-
eral enclave, to the State of Maryland. 

The District of Columbia was originally com-
prised of territory ceded by the states of Vir-
ginia and Maryland. The Virginia portion was 
retroceded back to that state in 1846. Under 
this bill, the remaining territory, excluding a 
small enclave encompassing the White House, 
Congress, the Supreme Court and most exec-
utive agencies, would be returned to Mary-
land. 
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Retrocession would be mutually beneficial 

for both the District and the State of Maryland. 
It would finally give District residents a voting 
U.S. Representatives as well as two U.S. Sen-
ators. In addition, they would have further rep-
resentation on the state level in Maryland. Be-
yond these political gains, District residents 
would stand to benefit from Maryland’s larger 
and more established state infrastructure of fa-
cilities, services and assistance programs. 

Maryland stands to gain as well. It most cer-
tainly would receive an additional seat in the 
House of Representatives, thus increasing its 
influence in Congress. Economically, Maryland 
would gain an area that boasts the nation’s 
2nd highest per capita income. Retrocession 
would create the 4th largest regional market in 
the country between Baltimore and Wash-
ington. 

Canada offers a prime example of how this 
proposal could and would work. Its capital, Ot-
tawa, lies in the province of Ontario and sends 
representatives to the provincial parliament in 
Toronto as well as the federal parliament as 
part of the Ontario delegation. 

We need to come up with a practical and 
realistic solution to restore the full democratic 
rights of District residents. Efforts to give the 
District delegate full voting rights have not 
succeeded. I believe this legislation is the only 
reasonable option left to end Taxation Without 
Representation in the nation’s capital. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
RETROCESSION ACT OF 2001 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HORN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
today to join my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA), in in-
troducing the District of Columbia 
Retrocession Act of 2001, H.R. 810. This 
legislation, long championed by the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA), 
would provide an immediate, practical 
solution to a serious problem, the lack 
of full voting rights for citizens of the 
District of Columbia. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REG-
ULA) first introduced this legislation in 
the 101st Congress and has renewed it 
in each succeeding Congress in an ef-
fort to return the District of Columbia, 
with the exception of a small Federal 
enclave, to the State of Maryland. The 
goal, which I strongly support, is to re-
store the basic rights of representative 
democracy to District of Columbia 
residents. 

Residents of the District lost their 
voting rights in 1800 when Congress 
took control of areas ceded by the 
States of Maryland and Virginia to 

form the new Federal District as a per-
manent home for our national govern-
ment. In 1961, a partial restoration of 
voting rights was provided by the 23rd 
Amendment to the Constitution. That 
amendment gave District of Columbia 
residents the right to vote for Presi-
dent but not for voting Members of 
Congress, either Representatives or 
Senators. 

Since that time, there have been end-
less and fruitless talks about either 
statehood for the District or some 
other means to provide full and perma-
nent representation in the House and 
with the Senate. 

The legislation we are offering today 
would cut through this logjam by ret-
rocession of a part of the current Dis-
trict as a Federal enclave containing 
the White House, Congress, the Su-
preme Court and most of the executive 
agencies. 

The rest of the current District 
would be returned to the State of 
Maryland, just as the portion of the 
District west of the Potomac was re-
turned to Virginia in 1846. By making 
this statutory change, we can restore 
full voting rights to every resident of 
the District of Columbia. Every resi-
dent would run and vote at least for 
one United States Representative and 
two United States Senators. 

In addition, they would have the rep-
resentation at the State level in Mary-
land. In addition, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. REGULA) rightly points out 
that the D.C. residents would gain 
other benefits by becoming a part of 
Maryland’s established economic and 
educational infrastructure and judicial 
system. The District would be able to 
reduce and streamline its bureaucracy 
to eliminate duplicating functions that 
the State of Maryland already per-
forms for its citizens. At the same 
time, Maryland would gain economi-
cally and politically from retrocession. 

District residents pay at least $1.6 
billion in personal and property taxes 
and the Baltimore-Washington area 
would become the fourth largest re-
gional market in the country. 

In addition, Maryland would gain at 
least one seat in the House of Rep-
resentatives, extending its influence in 
Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I would note that other 
benefits come from this legislation. 
Under the current arrangement, Con-
gress exercises extensive oversight and 
even direction of District of Columbia 
governmental activities. Due to its 
unique status, the District has never 
attained the full powers and rights of a 
city and it has never been covered by 
the authority we accord to every State. 
The ambiguous status given to the Dis-
trict, under current arrangements, in-
vites both internal confusion and un-
certainty and external interference 
from Congress. We need to end the un-
necessary difficulties that this creates 
by giving the District the full powers 

of a city within the full rights of a 
State. This legislation would achieve 
that goal and it could do so imme-
diately. 

It does not require passage and ratifi-
cation of a constitutional amendment 
or the surmounting of any other impos-
sibly high barrier to a solution. This is 
a sound and sensible approach that 
would benefit all concerned. I urge my 
colleagues to support it. 

When my great grandfather came 
from Ireland to the District of Colum-
bia, he could not vote then, but in the 
1870s the District was permitted to 
vote, and for about 3 years he marched 
down there with top hat and tails be-
cause he was so proud to have the fran-
chise. We do not have that franchise 
and we need to do it for the people that 
live within the District of Columbia, 
and we need to return that portion that 
was given from Maryland back to 
Maryland. 

f 

HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION OF 
PAKISTAN SAYS ABUSES GET-
TING WORSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, within 
the last week, a report investigating 
the state of human rights in Pakistan 
was released showing that no signifi-
cant improvements have been made to 
restore a democratic government in 
that country. In fact, Mr. Speaker, 
there is growing evidence that seems to 
suggest that General Musharraf will 
put off national elections perhaps until 
January 2003, the deadline required by 
the nation’s Supreme Court. 

Mr. Speaker, I have come to the 
House floor numerous times over the 
last couple of years to voice my strong 
opposition to a 1999 coup that ended 
democratic rule in Pakistan. In Octo-
ber 1999, Pakistan Army Chief 
Musharraf led a coup against civilian 
Prime Minister Sharif and then pro-
claimed himself the nation’s chief ex-
ecutive. Musharraf also suspended 
Pakistan’s constitution as well as its 
representative bodies, including the 
National Assembly and the Senate. 
Musharraf says he will abide by the Su-
preme Court’s deadline to return the 
nation to democratic rule, but I do not 
believe that January 2003 is soon 
enough. 

Mr. Speaker, the U.S. Congress 
should voice its opposition to the Paki-
stani coup. We should go on record and 
collectively state that we will not tol-
erate the overthrow of an elected gov-
ernment. I cosponsored a resolution 
back in 1999 with former Congressman 
Sam Gejdenson of Connecticut that 
would accomplish this goal. The resolu-
tion was approved by the Committee 
on International Relations less than a 
month after it was introduced and less 
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